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Liberty is an indispensable condition for any human achievement, good
or evil, since human action can be undertaken only by individual minds
and wills. At the same time, Social Justice is the sovereign rule of the
game of human intercourse, and this rule can never be broken with im-
punity for the sake of giving scope to Personal Liberty, even when in
other respects the exercise of Personal Liberty is achieving results that
are indisputably good. An uncurbed Personal Liberty generates oligarchy
by giving a free hand to a minority who, in an unrestricted competition
of all against all, are more than a match for the rest of the community in
physical strength, mental ability, wealth, or political power. On the other
hand, Social Justice cannot be enforced up to the hilt except by completely
suppressing Personal Liberty and instituting an absolute dictatorship.

In the history of Man in Process of Civilization, all known social con-
stitutions had been pitched somewhere between these two theoretical
extremes, with a bias, more or less strongly pronounced, in the one
direction or in the other. The Soviet Communist regime in Russia, for
example, had been expending almost all its zeal and alertness on guarding
against the abuse of Personal Liberty through the private exploitation of
one person by another, without being comparably sensitive to the evils
of the dictatorship through which it was vindicating the demands of
Social Justice.1 By contrast, the Constitution of the United States had
provided effective safeguards against dictatorship by its elaborate mechan-
ism of checks and balances, without having shown a comparable con-
cern to prevent freedom of personal enterprise from degenerating into
freedom for one person to exploit another for his private profit.

Considering that, at the time of writing, both the United States and
the Soviet Union were going concerns, it could be inferred that, in
practice, neither of these two antithetical polities had pushed its own
characteristic bias to the point of disequilibrium at which the house would
come tumbling down upon its inmates* heads. In the working constitu-
tions of both the Soviet Union and the United States, as in those of all
other polities known to History, elements of both Personal Liberty and
Social Justice were combined in diverse ratios; and in a mid-twentieth-
century Westernizing World the mixture, whatever it might be, was
invariably labelled 'Democracy*, because this disinterred Attic blessed
word had come to be an obligatory shibboleth for every self-respecting
political alchemist. In the Soviet Union in A.D. 1952 'Democracy' signi-
fied a substantial measure of Social Equality combined with a vestige of
Personal Liberty that was the maximum compatible with the Commu-
nists' prescription for securing Social Justice. In the United States at the
same date the same term 'Democracy* signified a substantial measure of
Personal Liberty combined with as generous a modicum of Social Justice
as an American indulgence of Personal Liberty allowed.

i Professor "William McNeill points out that the Social Justice which, at this date, was
being purchased in the Soviet Union at so high a price, in terms of a sacrifice of personal
freedom, did not compare favourably with the Social Justice current at the time in the
United Kingdom, or indeed in the United States, when the comparison was made in
terms of the gamut of the differences in the personal incomes that different individuals
to different occupational groups or classes were allowed to draw out of the total
product of the community's collective work.